'IRAQ
speaking portions of the Ottoman Empire as might guarantee
their friendly relations with Great Britain.1
In Mesopotamia, the views of the Anglo-Indian school
naturally prevailed. Moreover, the military authorities, trained
in the conduct of war only by orthodox methods, had little
desire for irregular allies, who, in their opinion, had proven
both unreliable and unsuitable for conditions of modern war-
fare. Their own experiences were taken as justification for these
views. The tribes in Mesopotamia had shifted from side to side,
according to whichever at the moment seemed to be winning.2
They turned at the first opportunity, against ally or enemy,
forgetting all obligations, in order that they might plunder and
loot: their 'clearest and strongest positive influence5.3 The Turks
had relinquished hope of using them after the battle of Shu'aiba,
where the 10,000 tribal allies had not fired a single shot. Even
Ibn Sa'ud, from whom the Government of India had expected
much, had failed to render effective aid against the Turks,
although, when his enemies had been removed or weakened, he
became the paramount figure of Arabia. He had entered into
treaty relations with Great Britain, December 26th, 1915, after
negotiations extending over fourteen months. He was also in
receipt of a subsidy which, in proportion to his effective par-
ticipation against the common enemy, the Turks, was far greater
than that paid to Sharif Husain,4 although he constantly com-
1 See Hogarth, D. G , Quarterly Review, Vol. ccxxxiv (1920), pp 411 f£.
* cThis is not treachery but the natural outcome of weakness and the struggle
to exist.* Extract from Note on Tribes for General Staff, p. 2. Admin. Report,
Muntaftqf 1921, p. 56, cites the example of 'the carefully attested warrior, who,
in an authentic tribal battle, changed sides on no less than five occasions
eventually to be with the victors'.
3 Note on Tnbes for General Staff, p. 2. Arab uncertainty and their prone-
ness to consider loot as the chief aim of their existence more than once threatened
to suspend the operations on the other side of the desert; Lawrence, op. cit.,
pp. 128-9, 348* 368 ff. 470, 523, passim; Hart, op. cit., pp. 296-7.
* It has been estimated that the operations of the Hyaz Force accounted tor
65,000 Turkish troops, at the cost of £ too per man.   Ibn Sa'ud, in receipt of
£60,000 annually from the British Treasury alone, as well as of other sums from
the Government of India, occupied the attention of not a single Turkish soldier.
Nor did his pro-Turk rival, Ibn Rashid, have anything *to fear from Ibn
Sa'ud'. (Cmd. 1061, p. 25. See also O.H., E. and PaL, Vol. n, p. 398.) It has
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